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October 13, 2011

Bradford, 15857 (no federal #)
Participants: Sean Sweeney, Headwaters Hydrology (sean@headwatershydrology.com);
Michael Croteau, Kleinfelder/SEA; Steve Liakos, NHDOT

Sean Sweeney from Headwaters Hydrology and Mike Croteau from Kleinfelder / S E A presented
the project, which involves replacing an existing 33’ span steel beam bridge which carries Breezy
Hill Road over the Warner River with a new 70’ span bridge and raising the northerly approach. A
temporary bridge will be needed to maintain access to properties on the south side of the river
during construction. The project isa NHDOT Municipal Bridge Aid Project. NHDOT bridge
inspection reports indicate the existing bridge was constructed in 1940.

Sean Sweeney began the meeting by presenting the project scope and reviewing the location
(providing a USGS Map). A package of information specific for the historical and archeological
interests was provided to Laura Black and Edna Feighner
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Laura Black reviewed the project site based on the historical perspective. Laura did recommend
that an “Individual inventory Form” be completed on the bridge due to its age and construction
(1940). The railroad ROW associated with the Concord & Claremont Railroad does not appear to
be continuous across Breezy Hill Road. No inventory is recommended for the railroad resource as
project work will not impact intact areas of the corridor. She indicated that there is no additional
historical inventory needed as there do not appear to be any other buildings or structures 50 years
old or older in the area.

Mike Croteau presented information about the bridge and the proposed roadway alignment and
vertical profile. The proposed bridge will be longer than the existing span and the roadway will be
picked up to reduce flooding over the roadway. A temporary bridge will be needed at the site but
the location has not been finalized. A plan was provided showing the temporary bridge on the
upstream side of the existing bridge but it was stated that its location could be moved downstream
of the existing bridge pending further investigation. The plan showed the limits of impact from the
temporary bridge and the proposed permanent bridge and roadway improvements.

Edna Feighner indicated that, due to the well drained alluvial soils and proximity of the confluence
of the Warner River and the outlet from Lake Massasecum, the area around the bridge is a
sensitive archeological zone and warrants an archeological investigation. She recommends that a
Phase 1B study be done (bypassing the Phase 1A study as she has already determined the site to be
archaeologically sensitive). She also indicated that deep tests are required for alluvial soils.

Campton, X-A001(090), 12407

Participants: Sean James, Hoyle Tanner; Matthew Moore, Matthew Moore Civil
Engineering; Sharon Davis (Campton Selectboard member) and Bob Davis, Town of
Campton; CR Willeke and Steve Liakos, NHDOT

This is the second CRC discussion of this project with the previous discussion held on 11/5/2009.
Sean James from Hoyle, Tanner presented an update to the project with Campton Selectboard
Chair Sharon Davis and Town Consultant Matthew Moore also in attendance. The proposed
project includes rehabilitation of the Blair Covered Bridge for a 6-ton live load capacity. Major
components of the rehabilitation include replacement or repair of deteriorated members,
substructure repairs and improvements for scour protection as well as the addition of fire
protection/detection systems.

An Engineering Study was completed by Hoyle, Tanner in December 2009, which included a
research and inspection report completed by Historic Documentation Company, Inc (HDC). The
project was delayed while federal funding was applied for, received and all necessary paperwork
with the Town finalized. The project is now in the preliminary design phase with an anticipated
bid date of the summer of 2012. A consulting party request letter has been sent to the Town
Historical Society, however they have not responded to date. S. Davis indicated that she thought
they were interested and will contact them to formalize their status. She also noted that the bridge
is currently closed for repairs due to flood damage and the neighborhood is feeling the loss of the
use of the bridge.
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Previous comments from the original project Request for Project Review form for the project were
then reviewed. 1) Continued consultation with Jim Garvin; Mr. Garvin has retired and others at
NHDHR may fill this oversight role. 2) Recordation of the existing conditions; HDC has
completed extensive research at the NHDHR and Town Historical Society as well as field
documentation which was included in the 2009 Engineering Study for the project. 3)
Archaeological review would be required for disturbance outside the right of way; the only work
outside the right of way would be for river access. This work would require gravel on top of the
existing ground and is not anticipated to disturb below the existing grade. E. Feighner indicated
that this would be acceptable and no archaeological review would be required provided the ground
is not disturbed.

The percentage of original material proposed for replacement in the bridge was discussed. The
percentages have not appreciably changed since the 2009 Engineering Study and are generally low
with the exception of the floor beams. The potentially original floor beams at the verticals will be
retained to the greatest extent possible, while the remaining floor beams which have been replaced
at least once, will be replaced to meet the 6-ton live load requirements. Replacement of the siding
and roofing was also discussed.

J. Sikora indicated that he thought the project would be categorized as a No Adverse Effect. Upon
receipt of the list of proposed work at the meeting, L. Black offered to provide comments within
two weeks, short of SHPO's allotted 30-day review period, to assist the project schedule.
[Comments were provided via e-mail on 10-31-11. Please see comments for further discussion.]

Hudson, X-A000(348), 14408
Participants: Bob Hudson, NHDOT; Peter Michaud, NHDHR; Gary Webster, Shawn
Jasper, Town of Hudson; Jonathan Halle, Warren Street

Jonathan Halle provided a brief overview of the project. It was agreed the proposed roof shingle
was acceptable. J. Halle explained the situation that WarrenStreet has been placed in, not having
a contract with the town; he is limited in the amount of work that can be done without having a
contract in place. Bob Hudson stated that because a contract with NHDOT is not in place work
done prior is not considered reimbursable.

The Town would like to re-roof the depot this year, and may be willing to pay for the re-roof, if
that means it can be done this year. Shawn Jasper pointed out that OSHA may not allow the roof
work to take place while the depot sits on the current timber cribbing; and placing the depot on the
foundation now would be beneficial for all.

The depot foundation was discussed. J. Halle mentioned that the slopes and full clapboard walls
were still being reviewed by the town and would soon be submitted for review by NHDHR and
NHDOT. Peter Michaud stated that a full clapboard wall in the rear of the depot would not be
acceptable. The committee was reminded that to remain in compliance with the easement, it was
agreed at previous meetings that the grade would remain level for approximately 20’ on all side of
the depot. It was previously determined that there would be a walk-out basement with entry from
a rear door, utilizing retaining walls to keep that 20 level grade surrounding most of the depot.
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It was agreed that the foundation needed further discussion and a meeting will be set up between J.
Halle, P. Michaud and the Town. Gary Webster will discuss the funding and grant reimbursement
with Bob Hudson.

Enfield, X-A001(087), 12967B

Participants: Alex Vogt, Jon Evans, NHDOT; Steve Schneider, Town of Enfield; consulting
parties: Alex Bernhard (aabernhard@comcast.net) FNRT, and Meredith Smith
(meredithsmith22@comcast.net) Enfield Heritage and Historic District Commission, Chair

Jon Evans began by indicating that the intent of this meeting was to discuss the purpose, need,
goals and objectives for the proposed project as well as identify any potential mitigation for any
potential adverse effects the project may have on area cultural resources. He indicated that the
Department had developed draft statements of purpose, need and goals and objectives. These draft
statements were as follows:

Purpose:

To implement safe and efficient improvements for emergency responders, motor vehicles,
pedestrians and bicycles at the Main Street / Rail Trail crossing.

Need:

The existing low clearance underpass of Main Street under the rail trail does not
accommodate adequate emergency response and larger vehicles. The alignment under the
underpass has restricted visibility for motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians. The sidewalk
along Main Street coming from the village ends a few hundred feet east of the underpass
near Sargent Street while a new sidewalk is included as part of the new bridge over
Mascoma Lake to the Enfield public beach on the opposite side of Mascoma Lake. This
will leave about a 400’ discontinuity in the sidewalk.

Goals & Obijectives:

e Eliminate the vertical clearance restriction on Main Street to allow emergency and
large vehicle access.

Provide a pedestrian connection from the village area to the Town beach.

Eliminate the one way alternating traffic restriction.

Provide a safe rail trail crossing.

Provide improved recreational use (at the former Mascoma Lake Motel site) and access
to the lake and the trail.

Control speeds on the trail and Main Street.

e Open views to the lake.

J. Evans requested comments on these draft statements. Laura Black asked that another factor be
added to the Goals & Objectives section; Avoid or minimize impacts to historic resources. J.
Evans indicated that this additional factor would be added to this section. No other suggestions or
requests were made regarding the project purpose, need or goals and objectives statements.
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J. Evans indicated that at the last meeting each of the six potential alternatives was reviewed to
determine their effects on historic resources. Of these alternatives 3 would result in an adverse
effect on the Northern Railroad Historic District. He indicated that in order for the Department to
prepare the Draft Environmental Study and Section 4(f) Evaluation, an indication of any probable
mitigation opportunities for the potential adverse effects is necessary. L. Black indicated that she
had concerns with suggesting potential mitigation opportunities before the Department had
selected a preferred alternative. J. Evans indicated that frequently the Department includes the
proposed mitigation in the effects memo. He indicated that this was the intent of developing a list
of potential mitigation opportunities at this time. The following mitigation opportunities were
identified:

e Prior to the potential removal of the Northern Railroad overpass, it should be confirmed
that the Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) documentation was prepared
during the development of the previous Enfield 12967 project. (It was later confirmed that
this documentation was prepared and submitted to NHDHR).

e Examine the existing District Area Forms for both the Downtown Enfield Historic District
and the Northern Railroad Historic District should be updated or enhanced.

e Prepare interpretive panels relating to the Northern Railroad.

e Prepare information for the Town of Enfield or another local entity to include on a website
for the purposes of disseminating historical information regarding the Northern Railroad
and its affiliation with the Town of Enfield.

e Offer the granite blocks from the existing bridge abutments to the town for use in some
type of public recreational or historic preservation/enhancement project. If possible these
blocks should ultimately be placed on-site or somewhere nearby to maintain their
connection to the Northern Railroad in this location.

Alex Bernhard indicated that the Friends of the Northern Rail Trail support any alternative that
maintains the existing bridge and an at grade crossing at the location of the existing emergency
access road.

J. Evans indicated that in order to prepare the Draft Environmental Study & Section 4(f)
Evaluation, the preferred alternative must first be identified and a memorandum of effect
highlighting any effects on area cultural resources must be prepared. He indicated that the
Department would consult with the FHWA to identify the preferred alternative. Once the
preferred alternative has been identified, an effects memorandum will be prepared and sent to
NHDHR and the FHWA for signature.

**Memos/MOA’s:
Submitted by:  Jill Edelmann, Cultural Resources

http://www.nh.gov/dot/org/projectdevelopment/environment/units/technicalservices/crmeetings.htm
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